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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 1 5-26 and 28-56 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 10 July 
2006, 

2. Applicant's election of Group I, claims 1-14 and 27, in the reply filed on 10 July 
2006 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out 
the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

3. The substitute specification filed 10 July 2006 has been approved and accepted. 

Double Patenting 

4. Applicant is cautioned that a possible double patenting rejection will be made in a 
subsequent Office Action with respect to related U.S. Application No. 10/562,31 1 (and 
not yet assigned) which claims similar subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Claims 2-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The scope of claim 2 cannot be clearly determined since, claim 2 recites that the 
cleansing agent comprises a "pourable soap" whereas claim 1 recites that the cleansing 
agent is "solid" (line 3) which appears contradictory. 

Claim 6, "the substrate" lacks proper antecedent basis. 

Claims 2-14, line 1 , it appears that the recitation "cleansing device" in the 
preamble should read -cleansing pad- for consistency purposes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5, 9 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Taylor 5,955,417 (hereinafter Taylor). 

The patent to Taylor '417 discloses a cleansing pad 12 (Fig. 1) comprising a web 
of fibers (col. 3, lines 43-47) forming a pad 10 and a solid cleansing agent 14 (col. 4, 
lines 2-5) distributed substantially throughout said substrate (col. 3, line 66 to col. 4, line 
2) in a quantity sufficient for multiple uses (col. 4, lines 1-2) of the pad "in conjunction 
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with a solvent that dissolves the solid cleansing agent for cleansing purposes" (note, 
quoted phrase is not a positive recitation). 

As well as claim 2 is understood, the cleansing agent comprises a pourable 
soap (col. 4, lines 1-5). The solid cleansing agent is deemed to also be a "pourable 
cleansing agent" as such is in "pourable" form even before it hardens as recited in col. 

7. lines 52-62. Furthermore, when the hardened soap contacts water, it will create suds 
and would be deemed a "pourable cleansing agent". It should also be noted that 
methods of making are not germane to patentability in apparatus claims. 

As for claim 3, the pad comprises synthetic materials (col. 3, lines 43-49). 
As for claim 5,the pad is "porous" (col. 3, lines 28-30). 
As for claim 9, the pad comprises non-woven materials (col. 3, lines 43-45). 
As for claim 27, Taylor teaches the recited cleansing pad. Methods of making are 
not germane to patentability in apparatus claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Taylor in view of Lanham 3,284,963 (hereinafter Lanham). 
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The patent to Taylor discloses all of the recited subject matter as set forth above 
with the exception of the pad comprising naturally occurring materials. The patent to 
Lanham discloses a cleansing pad comprising a web of fibers comprising naturally 
occurring materials (col. 1, lines 63-66). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified Taylor's pad such that it comprises naturally occurring 
materials as taught by Lanham for reducing overall manufacturing costs. Synthetic 
and naturally occurring pad fibers are both well known and conventionally employed in 
the cleansing pad art. 

As for claim 7, Lanham's pad comprises a "sponge" 8 (col. 4, lines 28-35). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Taylor's 
pad such that it includes sponge as taught by Lanham for improving liquid 
retention/absorption. 

10. Claims 8-1 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Taylor. 

Whether the pad is woven (claim 8) or non-woven is well within the level of 
ordinary skill in the cleansing pad art and is conventionally known. They are deemed 
mere mechanical equivalents of one another for their excellent cleaning 
characteristics. 

As for claims 9 and 11 , the claimed weight ratios are also within the level of 
ordinary skill and merely depends on the desired final use of the product. Taylor is 
clearly concerned with the amount of cleansing agent relative the substrate and 
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through optimization, one skilled in the art will select weight ratios based upon the 
specific proposed use of the pad (coL 3, line 61 to coL4, line 5). 

As for claim 14, the melting point characteristics are optimally selected upon the 
specific proposed use of the cleansing pad in terms of durability and intended 

m 

environment, for example. 

1 1 . Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taylor in 
view of Hsu 6,1 71 ,007 (hereinafter Hsu). 

The patent to Taylor discloses all of the recited subject matter as set forth above 
with the exception of the pad further including colorants. The patent to Hsu discloses a 
cleansing pad that can have colorants (col. 2, lines 64-67). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Taylor's pad such that it includes 
colorants as taught by Hsu for rendering the pad more aesthetically pleasing to the eye. 

12. Claims 1 , 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Benitez 5,022,517 (hereinafter Benitez). 

The patent to Benitez discloses in Fig. 3 a cleansing pad comprising a web of 
fibers (col. 3, line 65 to col. 4, line 8) forming a pad and a solid cleansing agent (soap) 
distributed substantially throughout said substrate in a quantity sufficient for multiple 
uses of the pad "in conjunction with a solvent that dissolves the solid cleansing agent for 
cleansing purposes" (note, quoted phrase is not a positive recitation). 

As for claim 3, the pad comprises nylon (col. 4, lines 3-4) or synthetic materials. 
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As for claim 6, the fibers (note, claim objection above) are non-porous (col. 4, 
lines 6-8). 

13. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taylor in 
view of Reuven 5,960,506 (hereinafter Reuven). 

Taylor teaches all of the recited subject matter as set forth previously with the 
exception of the pad having fragrances. Reuven teaches a cleansing pad having 
fragrances (col. 4, lines 1-12). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
have provided Taylor's device with fragrances as suggested by Reuven '506 for the 
purpose of adding a soothing aromatherapy effect. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The patent to Haq is relevant to a cleansing pad arrangement. 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randall Chin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1270. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 574*272-1000./ 
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